In a majority of cases, it is fairly easy to distinguish between two distinct classes of linguistic phenomena, typically referred to as repetition and reduplication respectively. Following are a number of diagnostic criteria which, in conjunction, make it possible to draw a clear line between repetition and reduplication in most instances: Whereas repetition is usually considered to be a syntactic or discourse phenomenon, reduplication is generally assumed to be of a basically morphological nature. This paper reports on a range of phenomena from the Riau dialect of Indonesian, which call into question the demarcation between repetition and reduplication. Application of the above diagnostic criteria yields the following characterization of the forms in question:
partly iconic: large number or size, distribution, iterativity partly arbitrary: negative polarity, concessivity, atelicity distribution constrained by grammar number of copies most often 2, sometimes more (up to 5 or 6) unit repeated most commonly word, also initial CV-sequence; rarely other initial sequences, or more than one word
The first two criteria, of a grammatical nature, point towards the characterization of the phenomenon in question as involving reduplication rather than repetition. However, the latter two criteria, of a formal nature, highlight the unusual character of the forms in question as would-be instances of reduplication. Thus, although most commonly the number of copies is 2, multiple copies, up to even 5 or 6, occur quite commonly, with the interpretation and distribution associated with reduplicative constructions. Strikingly, multiple copies may also occur with CV-reduplication, thereby providing further support for their characterization as involving reduplication rather than repetition.
Accordingly, it is argued that the Riau Indonesian forms in question constitute instances of reduplication, albeit of a sometimes atypical variety. In conclusion, it is suggested that reduplication in Riau Indonesian provides further evidence for one possible diachronic source of reduplication, as a grammaticalization of repetition.
